THE COMPUTATION OF THE BHAGAVADGITA 
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Tbaditional Cloe 
^ ^cn\«fti 5 rT 3^15 ^ 

TftrTRrT ?fT 5 T 5 ^^ II 

•^Ma}\ibhn)aXa, B}a^mQrpai van, Adhyaya 42 

Ke^avci (Sri-Bhagttvdu oi Krjsiiri) has spokea 020 
^lokas. Arjuna 57, San jay a 67, and Dhrtarastia 1 ilcka 
(This) 18 said (to be) the computation of the Gita ’’ 

These words are found m the Mababharata as is borne 
out by Nilokantha, the commentatoi, in his Bharata-bkdm- 
dlfa, and some editions ot the gieat epic contain them in 
the beginning of Adhyaya 43 of the Bklhma-^oivm, the 
preceding adhyaya [% e 42nd) being the 18th adhy&yih 
of the Bhagavadgita 

There is a difference of opinion on the point whether 
these lines form pait of the genuine Mahabbarata The 
famous commentator Nllakantha remarks (—* 

i ”) that the 
67 
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Northerners’* do uot recognise the (fii^t) 6^ versesf 
(of A dhyaya 43) beginning with the words ‘ Gita $xLgU(l 
kai tavyd ’ 

Ti we believe Nilf\k,nUha (aiuI theie is do leason why 
we alumld nob), the 43rd cuJhydya of the Bhlsma^parvan 
accoiding to the Noif/icin*: /ei^f'mion of the Mahabh^rata 
goes without the lines in question, and» the Southern 
• pcek^ion, wheie they e\isted m the times* of %?r«r 

5n:5n;gfw 'tud (t e , lu the 14th, 12th 

and lUb cenUines AT ) could be e^cpected to piovide a 
loom foi them 

The Bombay and Kumbakonam editions of the Maha- 
bhai atd contain the hues (i e > stanzas) quoted in our 
tootnote, but as to the pi enervation of the Mahabharata 
tekt in any typical recension they are fai from being aatis- 

^ Pfiudits oi the yowth ludiau lomuiimities have been calling 
NortLeiaera os {of the diviAiou oL ludiAH Brahmaae lAio 

5 n^Sand 5 rrh? eefiious, tL#* tem» aad 

a) 

)• iftfir gnwr \ 

*u \>\n 

tfter ?fi i 

'ftm njT«fTWst ntf^r< ffe ; 

^ n^u 
•«T«5r^ me i 

?r5rcrpam!V njnft 5 \m 

u 

^ livii 

—C*T4lMRf1 

t ill ^ukthauLai in ius B 0 E Institute (Poona) edition of 
the Idipai i>an (Piolegoiuena, p LXVII) takes the vord used 
by Nilkonthik, <i hlihAiustia Biahiudn, to refer to the Bengali re> 
cen‘)ion If this be the uuncct mUip:station, these verses formed 
pdit oi all luduii of the Ilah&bhaiata except those lepresent- 

lag^ iho Bengali recenaiozi 
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idctoxy liie iiliunciarkdi ilwatdaich Iribtitutc, Poona, bub 
comuieuted tke publication ol a cuLicai edition el the 
Mahabiidiata Eut it will lake time to lay its iiaud 
on tlie bhhma^ya) oan foi its publication, and till (hen 
we bUdll lematii ui tbe daik ab to what its eJitui may 
be tiiuiKin^ ol, gi may, lu Uie long lun, dcacle about, 
the Jubtoiy ol the above-iiieiitiuiicd liovb LonUuuug a 
(.lue to the inetliu(.l ol cuutituig tlie iiimibat of veiscs 
bevel ally ubbigued to llic individual speakcis ol the 
Ehagavadgita i'loi i' P S !Sai»Ui oi Madias hab 
bi ought out au edition oi the Mahabhaiata, which, in hib 
own woidb, being the lesult hib encieavuui to lebtoie 
the te:it ol the Southean Keceubiou ab appioximately Ob may 
be pobbibk to what ii luubt have been about iOOO AL) 
iis " tXb ciitical db pQbbible Ui a handy and popular toini ’ 
Howevei, to uui abtoiUbhiuent, it omits not only the 5^ 
verbCb ill question but even the entue ailhyuj/a coutainiug 
them its Adliydya 4U i* Adkyaya lb of tlie Bhagavad- 
glta and Adhydya ib Adhydya 44 cl tbe Bombay and 
Ivumbakonam editions We aie thub haudioappod as to the 
tiue hibtoiy ot the 6^ veibos that have tiaditionally pie- 
seived to us the valuable infoimatiou on the impoilant 
fcubject oi our piesent enquiry 

Howevei, be tbe decision on the question ot the inciu- 
bion of the above-mentioned 5^ stanzas in the original 
Mahabharata what it may, one tact is quite evident that 
they beai testimony to au early attempt ot the custodians of 
the Mahabhaiata in the direction ol luxng the size and 
iJiape of the puie Bhagavadgita (Divine Song) so as to have 
left no loom loi any inteipoktion theiein 

Apparent Discrepancy 

Now, the whole ol the (aita is expected to contain 
(6-20 -f- 5r -h 67 +1«) H5 accoidmg to the Uaditional 
hguies lecoided in the lines noted above But, a& is genei- 
ally undei stood, the numbei ot all the verwss uf the o^ta©t 
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‘ song Divine ’ does not exceed 700, as would appeal from 


iie following table — 


AdhT&T» 

DlirlarAfiliia 

bafijayu 

- 1 

1 

Sri IlhugaySs 

ToUl 

1 

i 

„»4-a7b 

1 (., 47) 

* — ^*1 

aHio 904 98) k 
IBM., m 45) j 

4 


47 

II 


Ml e Ko 1) 

2( 9)0) 

6(iu 4 81 1 

M , 64) 

9(i f k 2 6) 

46 ( tl-68) 

18 ( 66-7;i 

72 

m 



8(ie, 1-2) 

1 { . No 861 

88 Ii e 8-85) 

7 ( 8? 48) 

43 

IV 

1 


MsNo 4) 

8(je ].3) 

BB ( « 6 49) 

49 

V 



l(ic, No 1) 

98 (> 0, 9 9) 1 

, 29 

VI 


1 

1 

i9()e.88>Ml 
|8( 87 391 

89 6 c {.891 

9< 86-361 , 

S(„ 40 47) 1 

47 

VII 




, 80 U < 1 80) 

80 

VIII 



9(jo, 1'21 

(i 0,3-98) 1 

98 

IX 


1 

k 


84 (lo 1-84) 

34 

X 


1 

1 

7 (1 8,12 i8? 

Il6e Ml) 

94 (. 19 42) 

42 

XI 


1 

9 14) 

M ,, No ec> 

1 ( ,. . 50) 

4 (if ,14) 
l?(„ 16-Bl) 

11 (,k aMB) 
M„No 61) 

4(i f ,6-8) 

8(^ 89 84) 
3(„ 47-40) 

4( „ 62-88I 

68 

XU 



Mjb.Ko 1) 

Id 6 6,9-90) 

1 90 

xm* 


1 

• 

34 (jo, 1 84) 

34 

XIV 

1 

f 

i 

1 M^o.No 21) 

1 

90(10 , 1-90) 

6 M. 29 97) 

97 

XV 



1 

90 6 *,1-20) 

20 

XVI 




94Cio 1-94) 

94 

xvir 



l(ie,No \) 

97Ue, 9 88} 

28 

XVlll 


M)e,74-7S) 

1 (t «1 No 1) 
liu 79) 

71 6e, 9-72) 

78 

Tot)4l 

j 

41 

64 

674 

700' 


• SaixkRidcaiya ami otliei Bhdiy(d<\ra> aie not a\ra:ft of 

lli« existence ol tlie verae “3f ft 5^ i 
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Compaunp this lesult with t he fipuie*^ knr)wn fiuiii 
l.he DhUma-'parmny as follows 



Dhrtarfl9(iit 

1 

1 SaAjayo 

1 

ArJUDO , 

Srr 1 

Blkugtti Qn 

1 

PoUil 

Hnaulti of lli 0 tobt< 

1 

41 ^ 

94 

> 674 

tan 

Old tradition 

: ‘ 1 

1 " I 

67 

m 1 

1 \ 

740 


we at ouce notice that, except for the only hguie (of one 
veige) foi D'hitar&stia, which is the same, in both 
places, there is r two^fold d^^ciefoncy disternible fietweeu 
the figures foi oihci speakers Foi, while ist notice a 
decreasing propoitioii iii the number of verses of Salljaya 
Sn-Bhagavan and the total, the number of Ai juna’s verses 
laigely inoiea«es in the re';u\t of our tabular calculation in 
compaiison with the figures lecorded in Adhyutf*t 4? o\ 
the Bklma-jyarvan The question is 

‘How to aoconnt foi thxs two-fold di^cfe'pamy? * 

Should we discard the ancient tradition as worthless 
in view of the actual figures obtained from our own calcul¬ 
ation pointing out decrease on one side and increase on the 
other ^ Or, can we get at the method employed or principles 
involved in the ancient computation and remove the piesent 
difference'^ The writer of these lines emphatically opines 
that until ft thorough examination and patient study 
pursued on strictly scientific lines have proved its futility 
or hollowness, no ancient her itage has to be finally r elected 
And in the present case the word \loka used in the lines in 


ft*? « ij** \vliich 19 put in the mouth of «t 

the T«ry mifset oi Adhtjai/fi XIII m some populnr eclitxofM of the 
CHta It lealso noteworthy that the total numhei of the Gita verses 
16 aaid, by Sri SankorDcaiya and others, to be ei,aith 7(in 


72 


THE AfLAHABAH U'KIVEUStTY STUDIES 


question supplies us with the clue to the tiaditional or 
ancient method of the computation of the Bhagavadgita 

Two Principles of the Ancient Computation 

Tho moat fundamental pnnciple generally followed 
in measurins; the length of a Sanskrit work in prose or 
verso or both is that of counting togethei all its syllables 
and, after dividing them by 32 (the number of syllables or 
aksn7/79 contained in an Arjustubh verse technically known 
a ^lolrn) of taking the quotient tc represent the numbei 
of <lokn^ popularlv csllcd the Gimtha-satikhija of that 
pat tioulai work This is how the MahSbharata (containing 
also prose portions) tuat like the whole Vedic literature 
undei its three branches (Kandas) oF Knrma Upnsan^ and 
Tfla7f(i (inrliiding a larger numhei of works in prose than 
poctrv) 10 to l?e me.i^tued in 100 000 The Gltl i4 

composed of verses in eithei Anv<{tiihh or Tnstxtbh metre 
the former unit including 32 and the latter generally 44 
^vllflhles or dkwn^ and by the application of the present 
principle, the Iceynote of the traditional method of comput¬ 
ing the ancient work«i while counting together all the 
verses in the Gita, we evaluate the Ti^ctubk verses bv the 
measi’reof the Anu^ivhh metie, we mav expect oiu selves to 
arrive at a figure different from 700 that may take us 
iieaier to the traditional figure of 745 The number of the 
of the whole woik as well as of those assigned to 
different speaker®! thus suie to increase in proportion to 
the surplus of the Tii^ifvhh stauras weighed in Ann^tubh^ 
This may remove the discrepancy on the side of decrease 
in the number of voises we obtained foi SaOiaya {viz 41) 
Sri-Bhagavan (574) and the total (700), m the result of our 
tabular calculation as compared to the traditional figures 
of 67. 620 and 745 respectively 

But how to obviate the difficulty about the number of 
Arpina^s verses which instead of thus decreasing has 
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ncUmlly incieafeofl fioni ■>7 ol the Uariitional iC(.oid t^j 84 
of om Ubulni lesiilt^ A .11 insiglit into tlie n.itviie of the 
sna) jiiufh^tmvdda 01 the f1i.^loguG pioiiei between 
^iT-Krsnaand Aijuna yield'^ anothei pnnciple to deteuiune 
the e^cact verges to be nsnigned to Ar^una, the valuation 
wheieof may leiiiove the diniepaiicy on thi<> ^coie loo 
We see that Ar]xin<Vs speeches which me generally shoit 
me marked by the inquisitive ness of .1 pupil and amount 
to a loquest or a question, nn his pmt to which ftii-Bliaiia 
van lespoTuh m apt icims tvpi(<il of a toachei The onlv 
two nd}n;/lya<i contaiTnng lonij speeches horn Aipinn me 
T and XI Tn Affhynyn T <hlfr^ 27J—4fi, nmounting to 
Aipnia’s giipp (hht) and delusion (nioha) Che very seed of 
the message of SiT-Bhigavan we see nothing foteign added 
to Aiinnn's native capacity He speaks m the saino 
strain once again, though Inipfly in AdhY<l>^ TT, veises 
4--R Tn Adhyaya XT, ihln^ 1—4, he, showing his satis¬ 
faction with the sen et knowledge impai ted to him by Sn- 
BhagavAn requests the lattei to reveal to Inm His highest 
form Sii-Bhagavan has how'cvei, complied with this 
request of Aquna, His giaatest devotee and fnend, and 
virtually blesses him with divme vision, since that form of 
His was beyond the scope of the devotee’s human eye Now 
as a result of this divine vision verses 15—31 and 36—46 
essentially of the natiiie of a ^tvti do not come under the 
average jiart of Ariuna in the dialogue form and should 
not be Cl edited tn him So, if we exclude these 2ft veises, 
all in Tn<:tnhh metie all othei verses bearing the stamp 
of Arinna’a speech in the Gita mav possibly come to the 
value of 57 ^loJca^^ 

But, again, to whose speeches aic these 28 verses to 
be added if not to ArpinnN^ We know that but for 
the Divine Eye lent foi the time being by the Divine Lord 
to Arpina, His ideal worshippei and devotee, the latter 
would have remained incapable of having a glimpse of the 
F 10 
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V%$va^ru'pa (Universal Form) and eulogizing the same 
Hence, what comes out irom his lip&, m that mood of Divine 
vzaion, IS really due to j5zI-HhagAvAn, to whom it would be, 
therefore, reasonable to a^aocute it So, vei&es 15—31, 
and 38—46 of Adhyaya XI should form pait of the iiumbei 
of assigned to Sii-Ehagavan 

With the application of these two pi meipies let us 


row work out a fiesh computation as ib shown by the 
following table — 


Arihrt 

DbrttrfiHbra 

1 

^ Sntijiryu 

jonft 

Sii*Hha^aTKD 

*lvka) 

1 



1 
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Ver0« 

Ho 

Hyllu , 

* MSH ! 

j 

% 

\ s..* 

S 

V N 

1 

1 

s 

\ N 

a 

1 '^rliivbfM 

I 

H) 

\ 

, sa 1 

(a 90 In 


, (S04-96: 

■ 1 

80 ' 





^ 1 

(7* 2741 

144 ! 

' (374 4^) 

591 







un 

1 




1 

1604 

11 



i 

1 S3 1 

1 [i) 

sa 

13 3) 

64 




1 

(9 10) 

1 1 

, iS) 

^44 ! 

(11 19k 

fiS8 

1 





1 ' 
1 

1 Ui) 

ue 1 

(30), 

*44 





1 

1 ' 

(7.0) 

*38 

(91)' 

89 






m 

82 

(22f 

‘44 



[ 




[ 

(93 981 1 

192 



1 




1 

(26) 

•45 



1 

1 



1 

(80 60) 

768 



1 

1 



i 

(58 09) 

460 









(70) 

•44 




1 




1 

1 

' 7( 79 1 

04 


HI 





1 (1 i) 

04 

(8-85) 

lOsa 

1 




1 

1 

j 


(J8J 

, j 

1 1 

107 40) 

924 


IV 



! 


(4) 

\ 82 1 

(1 B) 

96 








, 1 

(5'49) 

1916 

1 1 


V 



J 


(I) 

1 as 

(9 39) 

896 


VI ' 



1 

1 


C68 M) 

64 

1 

(1 09) ' 

1094 





1 

1 


I67.S0? 

66 

(86 86) 

64 




1 

1 1 




^40-47^ 

966 


vu 


1 

1 • 
1 
1 



1 

(1 80) 

960 


vm 

1 


1 1 
1 


n-a) 

1 64 

(8 9} 

199 


1 

1 


1 




m 

•44 


1 







(10) 

1 *46 








1 

(10 

1 ’44 





I 



1 

113-9?) 

619 









(98) 

1 '44 






Tllb {OMPU'JATION ca rni£ BtlAi AVAIMtJIa 


75 


) 

1 

1 

DhrbarQsti'< | 

baujaya 

Ahuha 1 

1 

1 

Sn |{ba£a.v&ii 

1 otlll 

1 

VrtbjS 

ya 

Vttne 

Ko 

Sylla 

blue 

V Nos 

1 

y 

1 

1 

: V N 

a 

! 

V N ' 

1 

1 

y 

1 

^rlllU;lis 

IX 


1 

1 

1 j 

1 

1 


1 

1 


(1 I9i 
(St) 8l) 
{22-341 

HUS 

>8 

4i3 

llli 

X 



1 


ili Itil 

394 

(1-11) 
(19 42) 

m 

7fie 

1U44 

XI , 



(9 U!' 
[^) 
(60) 1 

103 

‘U 

*44 

1 

1 

(1 4) 
(61) 

1 

; 130 
R2 1 

1 

hi HI 
HB ft) 

(92 M) 
t.U id 
(47 4Hi 
foS W 

ISH 

748 

(82 

484 

H2 

I2H 


XU 




1 

1 

1 

! {ij 

1 as 

1 

(2 Sl>f 

HOB 

140 

Xl!l 



1 

i 

1 

1 

1 



(1.34) 

1088 

1 loss 

XIV 

1 

1 


1 

t 

i 

1 

1 

Hi) 

a 

(1-201 
132 27) 

640 ; 
193 1 

1 

664 

XV 


) 

1 

1 

1 

( 

1 

t 

1 

[ 

1 

1 1 

1 

! 

1 

{l\ 

(Si 
(81 
(4 3) 
(O-U) 
116) 
(16 30) 

13: 

44 

*46; 
88 1 
2K8 
■44 : 

100 I 

1 

i 701 

1 

XVI 



1 

1 



11-241 

768 

1 7QS 

xvn 




1 

(U 


(2 331 

H04 

bW 

XVIII 



] (74 79) 

) 

leo 

II) ; 

(78j 

1 ^3 

1 as 

(9 79) 

9372 

2496 

Toba] 
*^0 of 
ly Ua 
hies 


ea 

i 

1 

1 

1 

1 

13B6 


' 1643 , 


10866 

1 

1 

saoee 

1 

1 

1 

VftluA- 
lion m 
*leha9 
{of bi 
sylU 
bias 

each) . 

1 

1 

ttcka 

1 

1 

1 

i 

t 

B 

3?, 

1 

1 

1 

1 

i i 

: 1 

f = 1 
^ & 

\c*" 1 


9 

eir 

ll 

^ f> ■ 

<o 

. 720 

4ioAa« 

I 26 syli 

i 


• lu the above table, tlie aeterjska indicate tbe Tns^nhh metre 

and the italioiised figurea of Idhyaua XI etand Jor Arjuna^s 
speecrbee counted aa Srl-BkagaTat^e 
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Thub we get oue iloha loi Dhitaiastia, 57 and 
ak‘^aia^ for Aijuna, and 65^0 alohas and 16 foi 

Sii-Bhagavaii, not difteHiii» much lioui the figuies of 1 
(one), 57 and 620 slokas a'^igued lespectively to the very 
same apeakeis by the Mahubluiata tiaJitiou Evidently, 
the ancients, in their computation of the Gita did not take 
the fraction ot a ^loka into consideration, and so we have 
to take only full ^lokas of the total number for Aijuna 
and Sil-Bhagava,n [as well as of the gland total] into 
oui account and leave out the excess of aksaias (syllables) 
in these cases If we weie to behove that Ariuna has 
utteied one sloka in the beginning of Adhya/ya XIII and 
the latter contains 35 instead ot 34 the whole 

iiumbei of tloka^ fur At] ana would exceed the limit, 
which IS not desiiable Hence idhyaya XIll contains 
only J4 <lokasy all for Sii-Blugavan, and no iloka for 
Ai]una 

We aie still con f ion ted by a problem awaiting ita 
Bolulion, VIZ , that the number lor SaCtjaya and consequent¬ 
ly the grand total fails sboit by about 26 ilokas. in 
spite ol our'discoveiy and application of special principles 
How to get out of this dilBculty ^ We have to meet this 
question with something which must foim paifc of the Gita 
text itself 


A Third Principle 

So fai, we have counted every syllable {aksaia) of all 
the verses of the Bhagavadgita, but we have not touched 
the colophons in prose marking the termination of the 
individual adhydya^ or subdivisions of that book The 
colophons in a Sanskrit wok are always considered to be 
its genuinely component parts unless a proof to the contrary 
shows them to be otherwise In the light of this principle 
the prose colophons are to be tieated as a legitimate part 
of the Gita like verses themselves 
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Kul to whom rile the colophons ot the Divine Uiscouise 
10 bo assigned’ Theie are only 4 peiboiif. la whom the 
whole GIU i& duo lUAui j»iili^eu toime a dialc^ue 

between Kesava and Ai ]Uiia, ind the colophon^ aie tpiito 
apart theiofioin Dhitaiastia play*? no other part than 
that of putting a question, at the veiy outset, to Sahjaya 
who, in leply to it, lopioduces the whole dialogue as it took 
place between Arjuna and Bhagavan jAu-Krsn»i with his 
own i etna lies w he revet there u an occasion oi a necessity 
lot them to be intioduced Thus, the whole of the (iita, 
in the shajic it hab come down to us, is to be undeistood to 
have been told by one peison, t e , Saojaya (to Dhrtaiastia) 
The colophons should, theietorc, form an indispensable pait 
ol Sanjaya'b speech The computation of these colophon b 
Is as followb — 

The words sflu sRjrsmnn 

amounting to Al syllables aie common to 
all the IR colophons maiking the teimuiatioiib of the IH 
Hf//ii/atjas and so for these words of syllables icjxjateil 
18 Uineb, wc get 31 y 18 = 556 syllables The lemuiiiuig 
poitiuns ot the colophons locording the nainee ol tho 
mdivuln.il ndl/yayus aie lead ditteiently in all the 18 plaucb 
Bui, again, there ib a difficulty in the way of oui counting 
then syllables inasmuch as, m a number of cases, the 
colophon foi or the name of one and the same adhyaya ofieis 
diffeient readings in diffeient books of the Srlmad- 
Bhagavadgita The leadings found in the Mahabh^irata 
Itself, of which the Bhagamdglta’pajvan (Adhydya^ 13— 
42) foims a siih-pajoan of the Bhl^rna^pai may how- 
evei, be taken as the standard ones The latest edition of 
the Mahabhriuta {Southern Recension) by Prof P P S 
Sastr! of the Presidency College, Madias, Joes not contrain 
the names of the adhydy<u of the Bhagavadgita in the 

' idhyaya XVIII, dolas 74 and 7b 
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colophons The two Calcutta edition'^ are not easily avail¬ 
able But It 16 a matter ot great sntisfaction that the other 
two, Ganpat Kisnaji (Bombay) and Madhva Vilas 
Book Depot (Kuinbakonani), editions (except in one case 
ot the colophon to AJhi/aya XI) give identical leadings, 
the computation wheieof would be as follows — 


Adliyfiya No 

The liUoi p.ut^ of colophons 

Valuation m 
dybables 

1 


U 

li 

*ITR ftffthlSWJTU 

li 

III 


11 

IV 


U 

V 


12 

VI 

«sflT?nThin Jim 

11 

VII 

5im WRJrtiwm 

11 

vin 

t ar<^5^nft iimreftr-OTm 

H 

lA 

«tth 

IT 

X 

OT ?5TJfTffCTra 

12 

XI 


16 

XII 

Mfif dint 3:inft5©7m 

li 

Kill 

OT •a^^SWTTfl 

18 

XIV 

?prremfirMi'T^r»f( ot 

i: 

XV 

OT qw?fuv<im 

15 

\Vl 

urn qlitfftiMm 

18 

xvn 

flJSf:i5fiwTJT&Tdt ffTH 

17 

xvin 

R«iT5?ttr»ft s?mTST??h5fe«iru 

12 

Total 

nnmbor of syllables for these parts 

2oO 


* Most oi the Gita IkjoK^ lead winch should 

be occepted the coireci uaiae tor idhydya Y 

} AUiiougL ihe namesand louud m 

some Gila books wo\dd alsn give the same nimiber of syllables 
asjet \\t hu^e I olio wed the Mahabhaiata in the 
uomeuclature of tha (3ita colophons 

f Tlu piesent le^idiog is toimd in the Huzubokonajn edition 
The Bombay und Calcvttft editiona leod only «n*T' 

omitting the ^Old rUnt' befoie ‘OT* If the latter leadiuR be adopted, 



TH? COMPUTATION OF THE BHAGAVAUOm 7Q 

It 18 strajige that both the Bombay and KumbAlscmain 
editioiib give ono and the ^nmc imme foi the 5th as m]\ ns 
the IPth ucihyuyff Samiifu^a^yoao sh^nild, Uowcvei be 
atcei)te<l as the name foi the 18th a'lkydi/a onl>, while 
haima-samnyam-i/of/a as inet with in maimity uf Gita 
hooks*, should be the nami of the 5L1] atiJafnya This 
cli iJige would give- us 2 syllables moe igninst tlio 5tli 
adhyayn But the total of 250 may lutiain umhanged 
for the tact that the Bombay and Calcutta eclitians leacl 
only in place of of the 

Kumbakonain edition and the forme) leading would [five 
us 2 syllablch less against the 11 th adhyrn/a 

Thus all the 1ft Lohjphons in then entnety add 
(558 I 250, oi) 808 syllables oi 801^/32«25 Slalom more 
to the niimbei of (lolrh propoi (41 ) for Safijaya By 

the addition of both these figuies (41 ’*2 + 254^) we uhtani 
exactly which is the luinibei of '^loka^ said to have 
belonged to Soft] ay a au 01 ding to the information 
available in the Mahflbhiliata it«elf 

Result 

Thus, the respective figines of 1, 07, 57 ^ and 
for Dhrtarastra Sail] ay a Aijuna and Ke^ava arrived 
at in the light of the special principles elucidated above, 
tally [almost] exactly with the numbers (1, 67, 57 aud 620) 
of Slokaf^ Cl edited to these four characteisof the Bhagavad- 
git& in Adhy&ya 48 of the BMma^'parmn The ciiantlux- 
sankhyd of the GM, thus obtained, would come to 746,^ 
(our previous total of 720^5 + colophons of 25 <lokfis 
But as, accoidmg to our previous decision, the es.iesg ot 


it ’would g:ive us only 14 syllahles against the eleventh adJiyaya 
Thia lo&a of 2 s’vllablei can ell be roiapeusated by the adihtion of 
Ihe word (yielding the some uumbet) befoie the naino ior die 
fifUi adhyaya 
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syllables in the separate figures foi the speakcis has to 
be left out, the giantha-smkhijtl of the whole Gita should 
be tdkcD to lemain [1^ (17 t 67-t 620=] 745 ^lolai^ nnd 
not exceed this numbei by 19 -h 15 or 26 + 8 syllables (^ 1 
(loka) This i*, also because m view of the fact that in the 
Giti we have the Tn^tuU raetie thucc (II 29, VTII 10, 
and XV 3) of 46 and once {II 6} even of 4fl against 44 
syllables, us noimal sue, and similarly the Anustub/i 
metie once (XI 1) of 33 jnbtead of 32 syllables, the deduc¬ 
tion of these SIX iiieguUr syllables would give us, ovei 
and above 745 <Iolas, only 28 syllables, which do not 
amount to a and me, theiefoie to be left out 

fMPORTANCa OP THE PRESENT StUDY 

The above invofltigation is not to he cou^iuleied as use 
less like the evamination oi a ciow’s teeth 
It IS impoTtant for the following points — 

(1) The ancient liadition of the computation of the 
whole of the Gita, as recoidcd in the Mahabharata 
{BftUma- 2 >fiipally idfiydya 48), has preserved the textual 
pmity ot the Bhagavadgita against all interpolations 

(2) The 13th adhydyuy contains- only 34 Hoka'^, all 
from Sil-Bhagavan (Kesava oi SrI-Kjsna), and the verae 

^ M,” 

ciedited to Aiiuna in popular editions, forms no part of 
the original Bhagavadgita and did not exist in the 
times of Its eailiei commentators, and, consequently, they 
could not be expected to write anything regaiding it 

(3) The colophons at the end of the adhydyas form an 
integral part of the original Bhagavadgita and must, as 
sudi, be included in its patha Their text also can well 
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Tiigh be fi'red ni the light of the fact that then U ichtunul 
loading has to affoid 80R ^ylblilos in all 

(4) As according to tho M<ihrthhruata lecoid the compii' 
tation of the G-ita including, shown above, both the 
veises and the )>mse colophons ought not to evoocvl 745 
<}ok(f^ \n dll the small sentences like 

^fhrtnrrg^sr, lepetitedly met with m ibr 
work and used foi introducing veise® of thase Vtinous 
speakers are decidedly no indispensable pait of SaUiaya’s 
nanation of the dialogue between ftii Kisna and Ar^una 
iietore Dhrtarastia in reply to the latter's question and 
(ould not possibly fall iindei the foiii headings of the 
settled computation of the Oita, and anv one who oxelmle'' 
them in course of his PfUha (qre, daily recitation) does 
nothing seiiously wrong These intiodnctoiy sentence, 
too, may be tieatcd as reguliu pan of the GlUl, but lu 
that cnee, they are to be ussigned to the autlioi of the 
IVLihabhatata und certainly mit to the tour S])eakeis n imed 
above The present writer has alf>o worked the adhtfaya 
wise computation of all such sen tenet s winch put tc^ethei, 
comes to more than 10 ^loka^ and their addition to any 
one or all the four headings ot the coTTipiitntion of the 
Gita would not only go without lustifieation but aki) 
mean a seiioiis blow to the figures of the established 
computation of the woik in question 

(6) Whenever we aie to calculate the ifianih-s/wkhjd 
or violas of a woik the woid Hoi a is generally to be taken 
as an equivalent of an ivu^tubh verse oi 32 syllables Thix 
explains the fact that even accoiding to [the Aniikimnfivh 
kadhya/ya of] the Mahabhartita it«elf, the actual nuuibet 
of Its verses comes to a little more than 84,000 and w«is 
almost the same in Nilakantba’e time (17th cental y), .is 
IS clear from its Bombay and Calcutta editions And, 
consequently, modem editors or critics of the Mahabharata 
F 11 
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are mistaken in their attempt or anxiety to count in it 
100,000 ‘ verses ’ instead of ' HoKa$ ’ of the traditional 
seu^e of ^rantha-^aiikhya g ^ 

(6) The speech of Arjuna in the form ot a stuH due 
to the iDivine Vision gx anted him by Sri-Bhagavaii ib to 
be treated as part of the Divine Lord’^ speech 

(7) The original Bhagavadgita never existed in 
(any foim) less than the present 700 verses and it was in 
this very shape and size that this monumental discourse 
was included in the Bklsma-parvan of the MahUbhSrata 
This last point has been a subject of great controversy and 
involves a discus^'iion as to whether the original MahS,- 
bharata was a work in a bundled thousand (300,000) iloka^ 
To Prof P P S Sastrl due the credit of settling this 
point in hiR introduction to Pait^ I and II of the ^di- 
parvan, and accordingly, when the original Mahabhaiata 
Itself, amounting to 100 000 ^lokns^ is pioved to contain 
the pi ©sent QttX of IB ndhydya^. the controversy legaid- 
ing the latter’^^ size should also be set at rest 



